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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This office action is in response to the amendment filed 06/18/2007. 



2. 



Claims 1, 7 and 17 were amended. 



3. 



Claims 1-21 are pending in this office action. 



Response to Amendment 



4. The objection to claims 7 and 17 are withdrawn based on applicant's 
amendment. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 06/18/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. See Response to Arguments. As such, the grounds of rejection as 
presented in the 02/27/2007 office action are respectfully maintained. 



6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



7. Claims 1, 5-7, 11, 12, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0054090 by Silva et al. (Silva). 
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8. Also note U.S. Patent 6,976,210 by Silva et al. (Application 09/650,512) which is 
incorporated by reference by Silva in paragraph [0010]. 

9. With respect to claim 1 , Silva teaches a method for incorporating content on a 
web page comprising: 

identifying the content on a different web page (Page 4 [0031] web view allows 
one to specify the content on the page to be extracted from any web page); 

describing a structure of the content on the different web page (Page 4 [0032] 
structure described through Xpath); 

storing the described structure (Page 4 [0036] web view is saved which includes 
the structure); 

retrieving the identified content from the different webpage in real time (Page 5 
[0038] content extracted); 

comparing a structure of the retrieved content to the stored structure (Page 5 
[0042]-[0043]: mechanisms provided to detect errors related to the application of the 
xpath expressions against the current structure); and 

incorporating the retrieved content on the web page only if the structure of the 
retrieved content matches the stored structure (Page 5 [0042]-[0043] and Page 7 
[0057]: content is incorporated and displayed if no errors are detected). 

10. With respect to claim 5, Silva further teaches wherein the step of identifying the 
content further comprises identifying the content by tags (Page 4 [0032]-[0033]). 
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1 1 . With respect to claim 6, Silva further teaches wherein the step of incorporating 
the content further comprises: rendering the content in a look and feel of the web page 
(Page 7 [0057]). 

12. With respect to claim 7, Silva teaches a method for incorporating content on a 
web page comprising: 

identifying the content on a web site not containing the web page (Page 4 [0031] 
web view allows one to specify the content on the page to be extracted from any web 
page); 

describing a structure of the content (Page 4 [0032] structure described through 
Xpath); 

storing the described structure (Page 4 [0036] web view is saved which includes 
the structure); 

retrieving different content from the website in real time (Page 5 [0038] content 
extracted); 

comparing a structure of the retrieved different content to the stored structure 
(Page 5 [0042]-[0043]: mechanisms provided to detect errors related to the application 
of the xpath expressions against the current structure); and 

incorporating the retrieved different content on the web page only if the structure 
of the retrieved different content matches the stored structure (Page 5 [0042]-[0043] and 
Page 7 [0057]: content is incorporated and displayed if no errors are detected). 

1 3. With respect to claim 1 1 , Silva further teaches wherein the step of identifying the 
content further comprises identifying the content by tags (Page 4 [0032]-[0033]). 
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14. With respect to claim 12, Silva further teaches wherein the step of incorporating 
the content further comprises: rendering the content in a look and feel of the web page 
(Page 7 [0057]). 

15. With respect to Claim 19, Silva teaches a method for incorporating content on a 
web page comprising: 

identifying first content on a different web page (Page 4 [0031] web view allows 
one to specify the content on the page to be extracted from any web page); 

identifying second content on a web site not containing the web page (Page 
4[0031], Page 2 [0010], incorporated Application 09/650,512 identifies that the web 
clipping procedure can be repeated for multiple sites, see col. 13, lines 7-24); 

describing a structure of the first content, the structure being denoted as a first 
structure (Page 4 [0032] structure described through Xpath); 

describing a structure of the second content, the structure being denoted as a 
second structure (Page 4 [0032], Page 2 [0010], incorporated Application 09/650,512 
identifies that the web clipping procedure can be repeated for multiple sites, see col. 13, 
lines 7-24); 

storing the first and second structures (Page 4 [0036] web view is saved which 
includes the structure); 

retrieving the first content from the different webpage in real time (Page 5 [0038] 
content extracted); 
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comparing a structure of the retrieved first content to the stored first structure 
(Page 5 [0042]-[0043]: mechanisms provided to detect errors related to the application 
of the xpath expressions against the current structure); 

incorporating the retrieved first content on the web page only if the structure of 
the retrieved content matches the stored structure (Page 5 [0042]-[0043] and Page 7 
[0057]: content is incorporated and displayed if no errors are detected); 

retrieving second content from the website in real time incorporated (Page 5 
[0038]; Application 09/650,512 identifies that the web clipping procedure can be 
repeated for multiple sites, see col. 13, lines 7-24); 

comparing a structure of the retrieved second content to the stored second 
structure incorporated (Page 5 [0042]-[0043]; Application 09/650,512 identifies that the 
web clipping procedure can be repeated for multiple sites, see col. 13, lines 7-24); and 

incorporating the retrieved second content on the web page only if the structure 
of the retrieved second content matches the stored second structure incorporated (Page 
5 [0042]-[0043] and Page 7 [0057]; Application 09/650,512 identifies that the web 
clipping procedure can be repeated for multiple sites, see col. 13, lines 7-24). 

16. With respect to Claim 20, Silva further teaches establishing a secure session with 
the web site (Page 7 [0038]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

18. Claims 2-4 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Silva in view of U.S. Patent 5,784,058 by LaStrange et al. (LaStrange). 

19. Also note U.S. Patent 6,976,210 by Silva et al. (Application 09/650,512) which is 
incorporated by reference by 2002/0054090 in paragraph [0010]. 

20. With respect to Claim 2, Silva discloses that if the structure of the retrieved 
content does not match the stored structure, a notification is sent and the structure will 
re-described (Page 5 [0043]) which would require retrieving the content and displaying it 
in a browser window (Page 3 [0025]). 

Silva does not explicitly teach generating a new window; and displaying the 
retrieved content in a new window. LaStrange teaches the generation of a new window 
and displaying retrieved content in the new window (Col. 5 lines 22-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Silva and modify it as indicated by 
LaStrange such that the method further comprises LaStrange teaches generating a new 
window generating a new window; and displaying the retrieved content in a new 
window. One would be motivated to have this as it provides a convenient and easy way 
to display multiple documents (In LaStrange Col. 1 lines 32-35), for example a web view 
and a web page the user is considering to add to the web view. 
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21 . With respect to claim 3, Silva further teaches sending an alert to an administrator 
indicating that the structure of the retrieved content does not match the stored structure 
(In Silva: Page 5 [0043]). 

22. With respect to claim 4, Silva further teaches re-describing the structure of the 
retrieved content; and storing the re-described structure (In Silva: page 5 [0043]). 

23. With respect to Claim 8, Silva discloses that if the structure of the retrieved 
different content does not match the stored structure, a notification is sent and the 
structure will re-described (Page 5 [0043]) which would require retrieving the content 
and displaying it in a browser window (Page 3 [0025]). 

Silva does not explicitly teach generating a new window; and displaying the 
retrieved different content in a new window, LaStrange teaches the generation of a new 
window and displaying retrieved content in the new window (Col. 5 lines 22-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Silva and modify it as indicated by 
LaStrange such that the method further comprises LaStrange teaches generating a new 
window generating a new window; and displaying the retrieved different content in a 
new window. One would be motivated to have this as it provides a convenient and easy 
way to display multiple documents (In LaStrange Col. 1 lines 32-35), for example a web 
view and a web page the user is considering to add to the web view. 

24. With respect to claim 9, Silva further teaches sending an alert to an administrator 
indicating that the structure of the retrieved different content does not match the stored 
structure (In Silva: Page 5 [0043]). 
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25. With respect to claim 10, Silva further teaches re-describing the structure of the 
retrieved different content; and storing the re-described structure (In Silva: page 5 
[0043]). 

26. Claims 13, 14 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Silva in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication 2005/0021 862 by Schroeder et 
al. (Schroeder). 

27. With respect to Claim 13, Silva teaches a method for incorporating content on a 
web page comprising: 

identifying the content on a different web page, the content containing at least 
one URL (Page 4 [0031] web view allows one to specify the content on the page to be 
extracted from any web page, including those with URLs); 

retrieving the identified content from the different webpage in real time (Page 5 
[0038] content extracted); 

incorporating the retrieved content on the web page (Page 7 [0057]). 

Silva does not explicitly disclose storing a list of at least one proscribed Uniform 
Resource Locators (URLs) and a corresponding alternative URL and activating the 
corresponding alternative URL if the at least one proscribed URL is selected. 
Schroeder teaches storing a list of proscribed URLs and corresponding alternative 
URLs (Page 4 [0054]). This allows the corresponding alternative URL to be activated 
when the proscribed URL is selected (Page 4 [0054]-[0056]). 
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It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Silva and modify it as indicated by 
Schroeder such that the method further comprises storing a list of at least one 
proscribed Uniform Resource Locators (URLs) and a corresponding alternative URL, 
identifying the content on a different web page, the content containing the at least one 
proscribed URL, and activating the corresponding alternative URL if the at least one 
proscribed URL is selected. One would be motivated to have this, as it is desirable to 
be able to redirect requests depending on a variety of factors (In Schroeder: Page 2 
[0022]). 

28. With respect to claim 14, Silva further teaches storing a plurality of proscribed 
URLs and corresponding alternative URLs; activating a corresponding alternative URL 
whenever a proscribed URL is selected (In Schroeder: Page 4 [0054]-[0056]). 

29. With respect to claim 21 , Silva teaches identifying first content on a different web 
page (Page 4 [0031] web view allows one to specify the content on the page to be 
extracted from any web page); 

identifying second content on a web site not containing the web page (Page 
4[0031], Page 2 [0010], incorporated Application 09/650,512 identifies that the web 
clipping procedure can be repeated for multiple sites, see col. 13, lines 7 r 24); 

describing a structure of the first content, the structure being denoted as a first 
structure (Page 4 [0032] structure described through Xpath); 

describing a structure of the second content, the structure being denoted as a 
second structure (Page 4 [0032], Page 2 [0010], incorporated Application 09/650,512 
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identifies that the web clipping procedure can be repeated for multiple sites, see col. 13, 
lines 7-24); 

storing the first and second structures (Page 4 [0036] web view is saved which 
includes the structure); 

retrieving the first content from the different webpage in real time (Page 5 [0038] 
content extracted); 

comparing a structure of the retrieved first content to the stored first structure 
(Page 5 [0042]-[0043]: mechanisms provided to detect errors related to the application 
of the xpath expressions against the current structure); 

incorporating the retrieved first content on the web page only if the structure of 
the retrieved content matches the stored structure (Page 5 [0042]-[0043] and Page 7 
[0057]: content is incorporated and displayed if no errors are detected); 

retrieving second content from the website in real time incorporated (Page 5 
[0038]; Application 09/650,512 identifies that the web clipping procedure can be 
repeated for multiple sites, see col. 13, lines 7-24); 

comparing a structure of the retrieved second content to the stored second 
structure incorporated (Page 5 [0042]-[0043]; Application 09/650,512 identifies that the 
web clipping procedure can be repeated for multiple sites, see col. 13, lines 7-24); and 

incorporating the retrieved second content on the web page only if the structure 
of the retrieved second content matches the stored second structure incorporated (Page 
5 [0042]-[0043] and Page 7 [0057]; Application 09/650,512 identifies that the web 
clipping procedure can be repeated for multiple sites, see col. 13, lines 7-24). 
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Silva does not explicitly disclose storing a list of at least one proscribed Uniform 
Resource Locators (URLs) and a corresponding alternative URL and activating the 
corresponding alternative URL if the at least one proscribed URL is selected from either 
the incorporated first content or the incorporated second content. Schroeder teaches 
storing a list of proscribed URLs and corresponding alternative URLs (Page 4 [0054]). 
This allows the corresponding alternative URL to be activated when the proscribed URL 
is selected (Page 4 [0054]-[0056]). 

It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Silva and modify it as indicated by 
Schroeder such that the method further comprises storing a list of at least one 
proscribed Uniform Resource Locators (URLs) and a corresponding alternative URL 
and activating the corresponding alternative URL if the at least one proscribed URL is 
selected from either the incorporated first content or the incorporated second content. 
One would be motivated to have this, as it is desirable to be able to redirect requests 
depending on a variety of factors (In Schroeder: Page 2 [0022]). 



Response to Arguments 

30. Applicant's arguments filed 6/18/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

31 . Applicant argues on page 1 0 of the remarks - "In Silva, paragraphs 0042-043 fail 
to teach or suggest such features alleged in the Office Action. Rather, the noted 
features of the claimed invention relate to "comparing" and determining "If the structure 
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of the retrieved content matches the stored structure"... Such teachings ofSilva fail to 
set forth the features of claim I related to comparing and incorporating (if the structure of 
the removed content matches the stored structure). Rather, Silva relates to insuring that 
the extraction expressions are robust to changes in web pages." 

a. Examiner's response - While some of the teachings are related to insuring 

the extracted expressions are robust, Silva admits that certain changes to the 

page structure can cause errors (Paragraph 43). When such situation occurs, 

the stored structure expressed in the Xpath extract will result in an error when 

compared to the current page structure, as either the object could not be located 

within the structure or the result of the comparison returns nothing. In these 

cases, the retrieved content is not incorporated, and instead, an error notification 

in some form is displayed. The examiner considers this to be within the scope of 

the comparing and incorporating claim limitations. 

Conclusion 

32. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Lazaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3986. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



David Lazaro 
August 13, 2007 



